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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Argument 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2,7, and 53 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicaUy disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kitchin (US 7130904) in view of Meier (US 6847620 Bl). 

Consider Claim 1, Kitchin teaches an access point device for a wireless LAN for 
isolating an end station from a plurality of end stations to support segregation of network traffic 
between the end station and the plurality of end stations, the access point device serving as a 
common access point for communication in the wireless LAN (Col. 3, line 51 -Col. 4, line 52), 
the access point configured to: receive a request from said end station that is an association 
request or a probe request (Col. 6, lines 16-26); and process said request by: 

receiving at least one parameter defining said BSS (read as associating a BSS with a class 
of subscribers or clients, Pg. 6, lines 1-15 or BSSID or ESSID, Col. 6, lines 47-67); 
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establishing said BSS based at least on said at least one parameter (read as established 
based on class of client or subscriber, Pg. 6, lines 1-15 or BSSID or ESSID, Col. 6, lines 47-67); 
and sending a response to said end station that includes a BSSID of said established BSS (Pg. 6, 
lines 47-67); 

except that Kitchin does not specifically teach determining for said request a basic 
service set (BSS) that is unknown to said access point device at the time of receipt of said request 
by said access point device. 

However, Meier teaches determining for said request a basic service set (BSS) that is 
unknown (read as roaming and not known when received and possibly belonging to a remote 
subnet, Col. 17, lines 1-49 ) to said access point device at the time of receipt of said request by 
said access point device (read as, at time of receipt, a frame does not contain a VLAN-ID for a 
recognizable VLAN subnet and therefore must undergo a matching process. Col. 17, lines 1-49). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the teachings of Meier with Kitchin in order to aid in identifying the correct 
subnet-IDA^LAN binding (Col. 17, lines 2-15) 

Consider Claim 7, Kitchin teaches a method in an access point device for a secure 
wireless network to support segregation of network traffic among a plurality of stations, each of 
said stations having a hardware (MAC) address (Col. 6, lines 16-26), comprising: 

receiving an association request or a probe request from a first station (read as 
accessibility via access point from beacon. Col. 6, lines 47-67); 
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receiving at least one parameter defining said BSS (read as BSSID or ESSID,. Col. 6, 
lines 47-67); 

establishing said BSS based at least on said at least one parameter, thereby creating a 
Basic Service Set (BSS) for a subset of said stations, and sending a response to said end station 
that includes a BSSID of said established BSS (read as BSS established based on class of client 
or subscriber, Pg. 6, lines 1-15 or BSSID or ESSID, Col. 6, lines 47-67), wherein stations in said 
subset belong to said established BSS and share a group security association (Col. 6, lines 16- 
47); 

except that Kitchin does not specifically teach determining for said request a basic 
service set (BSS) that is unknown to said access point device at the time said request was 
received by said access point device. 

However, Meier teaches determining for said request a basic service set (BSS) that is 
unknown (read as roaming and not known when received and possibly belonging to a remote 
subnet, Col. 17, lines 1-49 ) to said access point device at the time of receipt of said request by 
said access point device (read as, at time of receipt, a frame does not contain a VLAN-ID for a 
recognizable VLAN subnet and therefore must undergo a matching process. Col. 17, lines 1-49). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the teachings of Meier with Kitchin in order to aid in identifying the correct 
subnet-ID A^L AN binding (Col. 17, lines 2-15) 

Consider Claim 2, Kitchin teaches the access point device , further configured to 
provision a plurality of separate LAN segments (read as distinct pliysical media, Col. 4, lines 
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4-6) while providing separate link privacy and integrity for each of said LAN segments (Col. 6, 
lines 16-26). 

4. Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kitchin (US 
7130904) in view of Meier (US 6847620 Bl) and further in view of Kimura (US 2001/0048744 
Al). 

Consider Claim 53, Kitchin and Meier teach the access point device of Claim 1 except that the 
combination does not specifically teach wherein said request includes an SSID (service set 
identifier), wherein said at least one parameter is based on said SSID (Col. 6, lines 47-67). 

However, Kimura teaches wherein said request includes an SSID (service set identifier) (Pg. 1 , 
[0006], Pg. 2, [0014], and Pg. 4, [0045], wherein said at least one parameter is based on said 
SSID (Fig. 2, item 21] and Pg. 1, [0012])). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the teachings of Kitchin and Meier into Kimura in order to aid in the association 
process (Pg. 2, [0014]). 
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Conclusion 

5. Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 

Randolph Building 

401 Dulany Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Shannon Brooks whose telephone number is (571) 270-1 115. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30a.m. to 5p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Nick Corsaro can be reached on (571) 272-7876. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about 
the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
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free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access 
to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. 

/Shannon R. Brooks/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 

Shannon Brooks 
July 2, 2008 



/Nick Corsaro/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



